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To whom 1t may concern:

I strongly oppose the use of irradiation on meat served to children in the National School
Lunch Program. When meat is blasted with the equivalent of over 100 million chest x-
rays, new chemicals are formed that have never been tested or even described. In
addition, like cookmg, irradiation damages vitamins and creates free radicals.

Despite 1rrad1a_t10ns,a,dvocates claims, irradiated foods have not been shown to be safe.
There are-no long-term human studies and no studies on normal children. The FDA never
did the battery of testé suiggested by the National Academy of Sciences that the FDA has
adopted-as the standard for testing new food additives. In addition, the studies the FDA
used to approve irradiation over the years are mostly deficient: some suggested health
effects or were conducted at lower than maximum doses.

I am not at all confident in the safety of this technology and I believe children should not
be exposed to it without their parents' consent. But irradiated food in schools need not be
labeled, which obstructs parents’ right to know what their children are eating.

[ am opposed to irradiation of meat as well because it is a band-aid on feces (which is
manure) contaminated meat. Our children should be eating meat that is clean from the

source, not irradiated f

Yours truly,
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